10 / 27/91 


Mr. David Ignatius, foreign editor 
The Y/ashington Post 

1150 15 ^t., mi 
Y/ashington, D.C. 20071 

Dear Mr. Ignatius, 

along with Graham Fuller's Outlook article that is more seriously flawed than I 
indicate in the enclosed letter to the editor tpday's Post carries a puff piece on 
Secretary Daker by David Hoffman. 

It says, among other departures from fact and reality, tliat "Baker has not laid out 
a grand strategy for resolving the region's cobflicts." 

One-sidec/ as the Post's stories of recent months have been they nonetheless make it 
clear tliat this i3 not th& truth. 

Moreover, President Bush has repeatedly stated tliat the pe ice conference must be- 
gin with unilateral concessions that normally are what are the issues the resolution of 
which is the purpose of sucli conferences. 

With all of those, particularly in the Congress, who got what they know from the 
Post and thus have their opinions and decisions formed by the £o§t, tliis can have dis- 
asterous consequences. 

If in the end the conference fails, as se.-’ms likely and as from what the Post alone 
has reported the admini strati on has virtually assured, the Post and the administration 
have in effect combined to blame the state of Israel for it in advance. 

cji 

It cannot hope to survive what Bush, our newest gendnaiwe of the world, has ordained. 

In all the Post's reporting I do not recall a single tftory that in any realistic 
way addresses what i3 required for meaningful peace or those who have a record of seeing 
to it that there is no peace for Israel. 

And in all of these recent article^ has the Post ever once mentioned the existing 
and unchanged language of the PLO's charter, calling for the end of the state of Israel? 

Too often, I regret, what the Post has published is closer to propaganda than to 
traditional American journalism. The consequences can be terrible. 


